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In my opinion, the paper could be improved following these recommendations:
1) | suggest to cut the Table 1 in two parts, because it is difficult to read

2)Please discuss the possibility to use also ginger peels as bioactive compounds not only
crude extract (see the paper Tinello F., Lante A. Valorisation of Ginger and Turmeric
Peels as Source of Natural Antioxidants (2019)
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